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Hotes on Projest 32.488

Pp. b6

Why duplicate here whet is glso shown in the Glossaxry? Could
vot most of this material b moved to Apperdix A? Check also inr
consistency betwosn :wmterisl in text and in Glossary .
P. &, para 1, 1. 2

Why just used? Is it uot more a Quastion of all the structures
and equipmest Under the comirol of the industrisl seotor?

P. &, pare. 1, 24 sert.

Does this refer to finmeing with the oterprises® wn funis
or does it ioclude sceial md cultursl facilities vrder the copirol
of imdustry but financed by funds from the atate budget?

P. k, pars, 2

Iz 1% the 3 chion of such so0de? This mey ccewr ip an
earlier period. v a0t define it merely as the increment, per icu-
larly since instellation corts are irvelved?

P. &, parae. &

Awbigucus. Do suggested chances i{n text comvey waat ia in anded?

Pp. 6-7, Aveilebility of data

¥ove to discussion of ¥ethodology. HNote problem jenerally in
Foreword.

P. 8, lst para,

The "necessity” of thes: measures is oot meaningful unless tied
t0 the cbjective stated in tae previous parsgraph. It wvas not en
sbgtract necesaity Lut one zolated to the purpose of sovietizing
the GDR ectnomy. Redraft the first saptence on . & to show this
connection,

Fp. 7-10

Although not long, this section is repetitive and should ue
further tightened. £.3., too much rgretition of dismartling and
the change in Soviet policy.
P. 2k, 11. 1-3

Don't you ip fset achieve a reconeiliation on Br. WM-15? In't
this statement too strosgy
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Fotes {contimued)

P. 1k, Teble 2
Correct indentation o stubs.

. Can some way be devisad to facilitate comparison of Tebles
1 arnd 2 by the reader?

P. 17, lest para.

How were national ineome figures (given in 1950 prices i FOD
662) converted to curreat mrices for calewlatior of rate of
accumulation?

F. 19, laat para.

Insert "slectric” as shom.

P. 21, 24 full pars.

Weran't the shifts tc consumer goods really token shifts es
compered with the increased allocetions to conl and power?

P. 25, 2. Basic Heterislr

Add to title: “and Vower.”
P. 26, 1. 3

Million?
P. 26, lest para., 1. 3

Legacy of policies 1Jk5-55. Wesn't this policy changed x(ter
19537 See p. 17 above.

Pp. 26-27

Tt §s ALfficult to accept the theory thet 1956-58 increcses in
power output were affectsi appresisbly by more intensive use of
axisting Tixed capital, #ince the use factor was already excessivel
high. As early as 1953, ihe use factor was reported as over 5,080
nrs/yr. (BGB 7569, 22 Dee. Sb, F-3, Sec/Cont). Bome increasc may
have resulted from the repair and recomstruction program.

P 37' 1st a1l TR

As you state far 1958, so in the earlier years of 13535,
during each year, less chpacily was {nstalled then plsmmed ard
of that installed considershle emounts had to undergo protracted
periods of testing before Zoing {izto comtimuous cperatlon.
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Notes (continued) o

F. 27, last pare.
This depends ir part cn the sceounting system and methods of
{ paying the mampfacturer, since additional large amcunts were u der
construetion and in process of instellstion. It was stated o
example that in 1955, 178.F million DME would be spent towards
mhiwig ineresae iz capacity of §57.19 million kw. in 15,6
(moK . 6638, 6 Dec. 34, c-3, S/Noforn). This does not mean thil
this cupacity would cost only 270 DME/KW. but that the invesim :at
was axpended over more than one veer.
Pp. 28-31
Indiconte In this section that Suring this FYP East CGermern 's

regquirements for certaln rew naterisls are being underwritten iy
Soviet exports and document to the appropriste agreement.

P. 32
Choppy and disconnected, zhough individual paragraphs are
interesting. Move para. 3 abead of pars. 2. Combioce present
pere. 2 with last peca. anf eliminate repetition.
P. 35, 1lst full pers.
Aren't these iwo> sentences costradictory?
Pp. 35-36
Rearrsngs a8 suzgested.
P. 38, & 11. wup
One hundred a{llions 10 be irvested in 19%37
P. b1, 24 full para., 28 sent.
Are these very larzge in an absolute sense?
P. 42, 11, 5.6
Seriously, or is this bloc propaganda?
P. b2, 11, 67 up
Doea the 500,000 inelvde defeciions?
Pp. 40-h6
Are any éuroa}.l inves twiﬁ: dats avallable for the propogcd

e
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Notes (centinued)

P. k1, Tabulation

Can planned average anmel growth in percemt for ihe TYP de
compared with corresponding deta for a preceding grovp of years,
say 1955-587

P. k), 1st para.

See above, sugoestios or pp. 23-31 in re Soviel support ¢f GDR
rav materinl needs for codl, iron ore, steel, etc. Where doe: o
glven smount of {nvestment cepital yield the greatest returr "o iths
GDR, iz basic materials or iz metal working? MNow does thic clack
with the GDR desire to be a "model” Soviet type sconosy (p. £ and
11 above)t What is the present Sovliet position on proper inve st
ment policy for a Satellits countey?

P. 47, Metalworking induatry
gee text.
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